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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The paper presents results on tested 3 practices as weeding, staking and seed treatment on composition and post-harvest performance of yam. These factors were not widely tested on yam so in this respect, the paper contributes to the scientific community. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. The word ‘cultural’ could also be deleted to shorten the title. 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is informative. However, the analysis reveals the initial composition and then the changes during post-harvest storage are monitored. Thus, the aim can be rephrased as: 

Aims: To assess the influence of some cultural practices on biochemical composition of yam varieties "Kounougbé" and "Kangba" and their performance during post-harvest storage

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the experimental design, factors tested, and the performance parameters analyzed are all correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are relevant and adequate. However, there are some mistakes as italics of latin, capitals in article titles of the publications.  
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	English quality is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper can be published as it is after rephrasing of the aim and correction of few mistakes in capital and italics in the reference list.  
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